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This is a decision on the second renewed petition filed on September 16, 2002 \ pursuant to 37 
C.F.R. §1.1 37(b) , to revive the above-identified application. 

With the instant petition, petitioner has filed a Continued Prosecution Application (CPA), the 
associated fee, and the remaining deficiency with the issue fee. Petitioner has also submitted a 
four-month extension of time, to make timely this request 3 . 

The CPA has been accepted as the required reply under 37 C.F.R. §1.1 37(b)(1). 



1 The original petition was filed on June 28, 2001, and dismissed via a decision mailed on October 9, 2001. The 
renewed petition was filed on January 4, 2002, and was dismissed via a decision mailed on March 15, 2002. 

2 A grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1 . 1 37(b) must be accompanied by: 

( 1 ) The reply required to the outstanding Office action or notice, unless previously filed; 

( 2) The petition fee as set forth in § 1.1 7(m); 

(3) A statement that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the reply 
until the filing of a grantable petition pursuant to this paragraph was unintentional. The 
Commissioner may require additional information where there is a question whether the 
delay was unintentional, and; 

(4) Any terminal disclaimer (and fee as set forth in § 1.20(d)) required pursuant to paragraph (d) of 
this section. 

3 As the decision on the renewed petition set a period for response of two months, was mailed on March 15, 2002, 
and the instant petition was not faxed until September 16, 2002, a five month extension of time is required. The 
difference has been charged to petitioner's Deposit Account, as authorized in the petition. 
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As such, the second renewed petition is GRANTED. 

Since this application is being revived for purposes of continuity onlv and s.nce continuitv has 
been established by this decision reviving the application, the application is ^ZiZon^n 
favor of continuing Application No. 09/206,458. i Ud naonea in 
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